The Rooseveltian Concentration Camps 
For Japanese-Americans, 1842-46 


On June 30, 1946, twenty- ne years ago, Ameri- 
ca’s concentration camps fo: 112,985 Americans 
of Japanese descent (Nisei and Issei) were official- 
ly declared abolished. On February 19, 1942, when 
Japanese victories had created a panicky fear of 
a West Coast invasion, President Roosevelt, the 
professed champion of pure democracy. and World 
brotherhood, signed Order No. 9066 and on March 
18, Order No. 9102, ordering Japanese Americans 
evacuated from the West Coast and to be confined, 
without charge, hearing or trial, into inland con- 
centration camps. 

Roosevelt and his fellow New Dealers proved 
thereby that during a total war no government has 
ever been truly democratic or constitutionally fair 
to all its own inhabitants, let alone alien ones. Na- 
tional Socialist Germany was not, but neither was 
holier-than-thou Rooseveltian America. Executing 
Roosevelt's racist orders, General John L, DeWitt, 
Western Defense Commander on August 7, 1942, 
announced complacently that over 110,000 persons 
of Japanese blood had been successfully routed out 
of their homes into camps surrounded by barbed 
wire and armed guards. 


Rights Abrogated in World War I and H 


America at present is convulsed by hordes of pro- 
testers against our Vietnam intervention who claim 
the right to burn their draft cards, carry pro-enemy 
slogans, and even burn the American flag. At least 
they did until a few weeks ago when these same 
“doves” started clamoring for the U.S. to rush to sup- 
port Israel. Had any German-American attempted 
the like in World War I or IX, he would probably 
have been lynched and certainly been put in jail, 
In World War II the Japanese Americans of the 
West Coast, even though they could be accused of 
not one act of subversion or sabotage, were clamp- 
ed in ten “Relocation Camps” for the duration only 
because the Roogeveltians considered all persons of 
Japanese blood “potentially dangerous. 

Time Magazine in “The Right to Dissent and the 
Right to Answer” (May 12, 1967) marvels how 
brash today’s protesters are when we are fighting 
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communists, and how soft they are treated, com- 
pared to the harshness and real repression applied 
when we were fighting Germans and Japanese: 
“During World War Ps anti-German hys- 
teria, the 1918 Sedition Act prescribed 20 
years’ imprisonment for war dissenters. Bu- 
perpatriots banned the teaching of German in 
25 states, cheered sweeping federal raids on 
60,000 ‘radicals’ in 1920, and even put over 
Prohibition as & “war measure.’ In World War 
I, the Supreme Court itself approved the 
most drastic invasion of constitutional rights 
in our history—the 1942 ‘relocation’ in semi- 
concentration camps of 112,000 West Coast 
Japanese, two-thirds of thom U.S. citicons by 
birth” 


The Facts of the “Relocations” between 
February 19 and August 7, 1942 


On April 1, 1942, people woke up to find all 
over California posters of “Instructions to all Per- 
sons of Japanese Ancestry” with this message: 

“AN Japanese persons, both alien and non- 
alien, will be evacuated from the above desig- 
nated area by 12:00 o'clock noon Tuesday, 
April 7, 1942. 

“No Japanese person will be permitted to 
enter or leave the above described arca after 
8:00 A.M, Thursday, April 2, 1942, without 
obtaining special permission from the Provost 
Marshal at the Civil Control Station...” 

But there had been ominous warnings, injustices, 
and arrests before. The day after Pearl Harbor a 
Federal order troze the bank credits of all Japanese 
Americans. Ag a tragic result a great many Jap- 
anese American businesses were closed down, forced 
into bankruptcy or ruinous sales. Furthermore, as 
early as January 29, 1942, the U.S. Attorney Gen- 
eral ordered enemy aliens to evacuate certain 
“strategic areas,” touching off panic and loss. On 
Febuary 2, without warning, FBI agents rushed 
into Terminal Island, a fishing settlement, “and 
arrested 336 Issei (non-naturalized Japanese immi- 
grants) on presidential warrants as potential enemy 
agents.” On February 10, the U.S. Justice Depart- 
ment informed the remnant of the five hundred 
families of the island that they must evacuate with- 
in forty-eight hours. Allan R. Bosworth in his 
America’s Concentration Camps (Norton, N.Y., 283 
pages, $5.95) describes how profiteers then bought 
the household possessions and merchandise of the 
frightened people at ridiculous prices. One woman 
whose husband had already been arrested got 
$4000.00 for an inventory value at $25,000. Many 
of their belongings had to be abandoned altogether. 

This of course was also the case during the mass 
evacuation from February to August. According to 
Time (February 17, 1967): 

“The loss to the internces, who had been 
allowed to take with them only what they 
could carry, was estimated at 3400 million, a 
figure that includes the farms, businesses and 
personal possessions they were forced to leave 
behind. After the war, this loss was settled 
at approximately 10 cents on the dollar.” 


Partial Indemnity, But None for Lost Wages 


But it took twenty-five years before the Supreme 
Court in a rare unanimous decision ruled that: 

“4,100 Japanese Americans (who had filed 

late) may sue the Government to recover sav- 

ings deposits seized at the beginning of World 

War Il. A circuit court had ruled that the 
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statute of limitations barred the suits” (Wall 
Street Journal, April 11, 1967), 
Presumably they will now have prompt restitution 
of their confiscated funds, But all these years the 
unfortunate savers were deprived of the earning 
power of their money and saw inflation eat two- 
thirds of it away! Time Magazine estimates that 
“The court ruling will return to the peti- 
tioners—without interest—some $400,000 in 
savings that the Government confiscated from 
U.S. branches of Japaneese banks.” 

The unjustly incarcerated internees not only lost 
the interest on their money and the income from 
their expropriated properties but also for at least 
four years the wages of their labor and the rewards 
of their careers. Even those who had passed civil 
service examinations were barred from those po- 
sitions. Nobody so far has suggested that the’ 
be compensated for salaries so lost. In contrast, 
West Germany has sometimes paid back salaries 
for decades to those who had been deprived unjustly 
of special positions even though they may have 
earned far more elsewhere al] the time, 

The internees were put to work in the concen- 
tration camps but paid convict wages. While in 
civilian life, wages were skybigh, unskilled inter- 
nees got $8 a month, skilled ones, $12, and pro- 
fessional ones, like doctors and dentists from $16 
to a maximum of $19 a month. They got for the 
work of a month what free Americans got for a day! 
Yet no one has ever suggested that their income 
lost through slave-labor be compensated for, as 
little as anyone has suggested that German pris- 
oners of war farmed out as slave-laborers according 
to the Morgenthau Plan be compensated! 


Conditions im the Relocation Camps. 


After the 112,085 West Coast Americans of 
Japanese blood had been rounded up, they were 
first herded for some six months into “assembly 
centers” or staging areas until the ten Relocation 
camps had been constructed. The sixteen Assembly 
Centers were race tracks, fairgrounds, livestock 
exposition facilities, an abandoned Civilian Con- 
servation Corps Camp, an old mill site. Busses took 
the internees to them. Only what personal effects 
they could carry was allowed them. Military police 
searched all suitcases and boxes. The Centers had 
barbed wire fences, soldiers with machine guns 
watched the gates, 

The Centers were equipped with community 
showers, toilets, laundries, a hospital, and post ex- 
change. Interness were given nominal allowances 
in the form of coupon books: single adults, $2.50 per 
month; children under sixteen, $1.00; married cou- 
ples, $4.00, In addition, those capable had to work 
44 hours a week for the normal wages specified 
above. The meals seem to have been supplied in 
the kind of soup kitchens President Roosevelt en- 
visage for the vanquished German people, except 
that the food was more solid than soup, including 
for example pork and beans. One can say that, 
while everybody was cramped, and everything was 
primitive and full of hardships, nobody in the As- 
sembly Centers starved or froze to death. 

In March, 1942, Milton Eisenhower, youngest 
brother of General Dwight Eisenhower, was ap- 
pointed to the ugly position of director for the 
War Relocation Camps, a euphemism for what 
were America’s concentration camps. If it is fair 
to call any German a war criminal who helped in 
the construction of concentration camps, then Milton 
Bisenhower would be a worse one for being the 
director of America’s concentration camp complex. 
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By mid-June the Army hed approved eleven such 
camps for 136.000 persons, of which ten were used. 
They were tar-paper barracks in desert locations, 
surrounded by barbed wire and guarded by armed 
military police. Conditions in general were like 
those in the assombh centers. Time Magazine 
(August 11, 1981) calls the “ten ‘relocation centers’ 
~~a euphemism for corcentration camps.” 

Time describes as follows: 

“At the half-conpleted relocation centers, 
the evars-es were dismayed to find xo inside 
plur.ig, tn? in the frigid camps of Wyos ing 
"ut Idaho, te only protection agaist the 
winter cold imsisted of antique pot-bellied 
stares, 

Bachelors wee proud $0 to a tarpaper- 
covered barrac~, und cach one-room, 20-ft, by 
25-7t ‘apariment ma shared by two families” 

One young Nisei moth |, for example, wrote, “This 
being seven in one room make ; privacy an unknown 
word.” Superficially, these Ajserican concentration 
camps for the totally innoccat Nisei looked far 
more grim and primirive thon achau looked, 

Insubordination wrs no mee tolerated than in 
German concentratior camps. When at the Camp 
Manzanar a Nisei wao hat accused a Caucasian 
Steward of stealing sugar was placed in jail, the 
internees gathered in protest 2nd demanded his im- 
mediate release, The Military police was ordered 
to enforce martial law. Captiin Bosworth reports: 

“Soldiers pushes the crowd away from the 
police station, ani linet up there with oub- 
machine guns, rifles and shotguns. The crowd 
jecred, The solders pat m gas masks and 
threw tear gas ` ombs,” 

‘When one teen-ager st rted the ¢ gine of a parked 
automobile, “The troros openec fire, reportedly 
without orders to do a. One young Nisei = who 
had a brother serving ir the U.3, Army —- was in- 
stantly killed, A Nisei, nineteen, was so badly 
wounded that he died a few days later. Ten evac- 
uees, all told, were treated for gunshot injuries” 
(Bosworth, America’s Concentration Camps, p. 161). 

Of another camp, Time Magazine (Aug. 11, 1961) 
reports as follows: 

“. .. in November 1948, after a demonstra- 
tion against the administration of the Tule 
Lake camp in California, the Army's Military 
Police took over the camp, manned the watch- 
towers and began patrolling the area with 
Jeeps and command cars. The transition to 
Nazi-type stalags was complete.” 


How Did This War-time Racial Crime 
Come About? 


For honorable Americans, who heard our Mor- 
genthauists demand, long before there were any 
imputatfons of “gassings’ or murder in German 
concentration camps, that all Germans who toler- 
ated concentration camps for Jaws should be ex- 
ecuted, our wartime concentration camps for the 
whole Japanese population on the West Coast are 
a great humiliation. How could the self-righteous 
Rooseveltians, even while crusading in Europe 
against national socialistic Germany fundamentally 
only because it discriminated racially against Jews, 
do in principle precisely the same thing to its Nisei? 

To June, 1987, when the San Diego Union inter- 
viewed the retiring Supreme Court Justice Thomas 
Campbell Clark, he said that of his many blunders 
during his career he publically acknowledges oniy 
two, the Nuremberg Trial of the vanquished and 
the wartime internment of the Nisel, Specifically 
of the latter he said that it discriminated against 


=f 


persons certainly of foreign extraction but otherwise 
citizens of the country our fellow citizens, “We 
rounded them up to place them in concentration, 
camps. That is the truh of the matter.” 

Professor Eugene V. Rostow of Yale University, 
now Under Secretar for Political Affairs, State 
Department, brother of Walt, who is President 
Jomnson’s Special Assistant for national Security 
affairs, in an article in Harpers (Sept. 
1945), entitled, “Our Worst Wartime Mistake,” 
calied the inearce; ation of the Nisei “a tragic and 
serious mistake .. . almost incredible.” (He should 
have added that by Nuremberg Trial standards, it 
‘was not only a mistake but also a war crime!) “Ita 
motivation,” hs wrote, “and its impact on our 
system of law den,’ every alue of democracy.” 
Fed aena pant ap Aase 

‘i : Politics and japanese: 
Evacuation (University of Chicago Press, 1949, 444 
ages) calis it “without precedent in American 
tory... the first time that the United States 
government condemned a large group of people to 
‘barbed-w.ze inclosures .. . the first event in which 
danger to the nation’s welfare was determined by 
group characteristics rather than by individual guilt 
+. the first program in which race alone determined 
whether an American would remain free or become 
incarcerated” (p. 1). He furthe: states: 

“No charges were ever filed against these 
persons, and no guilt was svor attributed to 
them. The test was ancestry, applied with 
the greatest rigidity. Evacuation swept into 
guarded camps orphans, f.ster children in 
white homes, Japanese married to Caucasians, 
the offspring of such marriages, persons who 
were unaware of their Japane. e ancestry, and 
American citizens ‘with as lictle as one-sin- 
teenth Japanese blood.” 

Captain Allan R. Bosworth in America’s Concentra 
tion Camps declares that now, after a quarter of 
a century, n everyone agrees that this mass 
removal of wes “militarily unnecessary . . . 
was @ tragic and expensive blunder . .. and gave 
the Axis Powers excellent ready-made propaganda 
material that proved Democracy did not always 
work” (p. 246). 


Where German National Socialism and 
American New Deal-ism Equated Each Other 


It is ironic that the Rooseveltians who in the 
Morgenthau plan wanted to treat the whole German 
race as war criminals essentially for having per- 
secuted the Jews as a race themselves com- 
mitted the chief racial atrocity in American 
history. President Roosevelt, the great anti-German 
crusader, on February 19, 1942, signed the executive 
order in put the 112,000 Nisei in concentration 


camps. 

The man who is today the Supreme Court Justice, 
Earl Warren, whose decisions are almost mono- 
tonously in favor of the Negro minority, of com- 
munistic subversives, of pornographers and crim- 
inals, was the Californa attorney general who de- 
manded and master minded the crime against the 
Nisei, On February 2, 1942, Warren told a mass 
mestiig of California sheriffs and district attorneys 
that “all alien Japanese be forthwith evacuated .. - 
to some place in the interior.” He told a congres- 
sional committee “that there is more potential 
danger among the group of Japanese who are 
born in this country than from alien Japanese who 
were born in Japan” (See Bosworth, op. eit., p. 73). 
It is ironie that Bichmann during his trial gave 
the same argument of “potential danger” for having 
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put European Jews im concentration camps! 
But though Eichmann has been executed for his 
part in the rounding up of Jews, Justice Warren 
continues to bask in power and glory and has not 
to this day, as for example Justice Clark, expressed 
contrition for his part in what the Chicago Tri- 
bune called the Days of Infamy! 

Almost as shocking as Warren’s role is that ot 
the Commander of the Western Theater of Opera- 
tions, General John L. DeWitt. But unlike Warren, 
he has since joined the Japan-America Society of 
Washington and complained that in 1942 he had 
been wrongfully advised and misled by his staff. 
But his role in 1942 was more racist than Himmler’s. 
In his application to the War Department for au- 
thority to expel the Japanese-American minority, 
he wrote: 

“In the war in which we are now engaged 
racial affinities are not severed by migration. 
The Japanese race is an enemy race and while 
many second and third generation Japanese 
born on United States soil, possessed of United 
States citizenship, have become ‘American- 
ized, the racial strains are undiluted.” 

(See ten Broeck, Prejudice, War, and the Con- 
Seon University of California Press, 1954, 
P 

When some humanitarian groups urged individual 
screening to detect these potentially dangerous, 
DeWitt countered that “it would be practically im- 
possible to establish the loyalty of any one of 
Japanese race, A Jap’s a Jap. Once a Jap, always 
a Jap.” That reminds one of Hitler’s explanation 
to Physicist Max Planck that “the Jews are all 
Communists—it is against these that I am fighting 
all Jews stick together like burrs , . . therefore I 
must proceed uniformly against all Jews.” (See 
Bulletin, Amer, Asso. of University Professors, 
Autumn, 1956, p. 439) 

The then governor of California, Culbert L, Olson, 
said that while some Japanese Americans were 
Joyal, they all looked alike, so that by May of 
1942 he wanted all the Japanese removed. Governor 
Charles Sprague of Oregon on February 17 demand- 
ed “more therough action for protection against 
possible alien activity, particularly by Japanese 
residing on the coast. . .” Only Governor Arthur 
B. Langlie of the State of Washington was moderate 
and cautioned against inhumane and un-American 
measures. But his attorney general, Smith Troy, 
thought that to protect the forests from incendiar- 
ism and, oddly, to protect the Japanese from mob 
violence, all Japanese, alien and citizens should be 
evacuated as quickly as possible, He felt “that we 
know the Italian and German peopie better” so 
as not to require their evacuation. (See Bosworth, 
op. cit., p. 84) 

It is shocking how war hysteria and the fear 
of a possible invasion caused such prominent Ameri- 
cans to sink to the very racism with which they 
justified our crusade against Nazi Germany. Most 
shocking in this respect is that America’s top 
political commentator, Walter Lippmann, Jewish, 
after a conference with Earl Warren, on February 
12 wrote a militant column for hundreds of news- 
papers urging mass evacuation and suggesting how 
the Constitution could be bypassed in order to 
do it. According to Morton Grodzins, his column 
was the basis for another by Westbrook Pegler on 
February 16: “Justice Department officials con- 
sidered these two statements mest important in 
the buildup of public sentiment in favor of evacua- 
tion” (See op. cit., p. 99). 

Lippmann argued curiously that the very fact 
that no important sabotage had been committed, 
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“a a sign that the blow is well organized” He 
continued: 

“I understand fully end appreciate thor- 
oughly the unwillingness of Washington to 
adopt a policy of mass evacuation and interne 
ment of all those who are technically enemy 
aleng. But I submit that Washington is not 
defining the problem on the coast correctly 
... The Pacific Coast is officially a com- 
bat zone: some part of it may ai any moment 
be a battlefield. Nobody's constitutional 
rights include the ht to reside and do busi- 
ness on a battlefield. 
(See Bosworth, op. cit., pp. 60-61) 

Ja short, this great Jewish champion of human 
rights for everybody (except for the German 
Expelless, whom he wants cheated out of their 
Oder-Naisze and Sudeten homelands), in 1942 urged 
& policy which could literally be used by the Na- 
tional Socialists as the battlefront moved closer 
into Germany to justify their putting all Jews in 
concentration camps as dangerous potential enemies! 


Even the Touchstone of Democracy, 
the Congress, Approved This War Crime 


Of course, some Americans indeed protested the 
internment of the Japanese, among them for ex- 
ample Senator Taft and FBI Chief J. Edgar Hoover, 
But like Germans who opposed wartime Germany's 
treatment of Jews, such Americans were ignored. 
Time Magazine reports 

“There was not one effective voice of U8. 
protest. The Congress passed & bil support- 
ing the move; only one Senator, Robert Tajt, 
voiced strong opposition to the theory of 
evacuation.” 

That the very bastion of democracy, the Congress, 
could during wartime hysteria and fear of invasion 
sanction the racist violation of all constitutional 
rights of an innocent minority on grounds of “po- 
tential danger” is a frightening reminder that 
democracy is no guarantee against prejudice, in- 
justice, and war! 

The War Department, aware of the doubtful 
constitutionality of the mass evacuation, maneu- 
vered Congress into approval by grafting a bill 
making it a misdemeanor, subject to a year’s im- 
prisonment and 35,000 fine, for anyone to disobey 
the evacuation order. It was presented on March 
9, 1942 and passed by March 19. Congress during 
the debate did not at all criticize the whole plan 
of mass evacuation and even expressed satisfac- 
tion with the power given the War Department. 
Worst of ali, these solons of our great democracy 
allowed themselyes to be tricked Into arguing as 
if the evacuation affected only aliens, not also 
naturalized and native-born American citizens. Al- 
though Senator Taft called it “probably the ‘siop- 
piest’ criminal law I have ever read of seen any- 
where,” nevertheless both houses of Congress pass- 
ed this Public Law 503 overwelmingly, which in 
fast robbed a minority of its constitutional rights 
just as certainly and on the same grounds as any 
Jaws of Nazi Germany against Jews. 


Also Frankfurter’s Supreme Court 
Constitutionalized This Racism 

Through this law the Supreme Court, normally 
the watchdog of a democracy, was perverted into 
declaring America’s worst outburst of racist per- 
secution constitutional. One Nisei resisted the 
curfew and another the evacuation, and their cases 
uitimetely reached the Supreme Court. The Cath- 
olic Judge Frank Murphy called the mass evacua- 
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tion an “ugly abyss of racism” and the Court's 
upholding it a “legalization of racism.” The Epis- 
copal Justice Robert H. Jackson accused the ma- 
jority of distorting “the Constitution to approve 
all that the military may deem expedient.” The 
Court “may as well say that any military ordcr 
will be constitutional and have done with it.” (See 
Grodzins, op. cit, pp. 355-6). In dissenting from 
the majority derision farmulated by Justice Felix 
Frankfurter, Jackson wrote: 

“_, . the Court for all time has validated the 
principle of racial discrimination in criminal 
procedure and of transplanting American 
citizens. The principle then lier about like a 
loaded weapon ready for the hand of any 
authority that can bring forward a plausible 
claim of an urgent need,” 

(See Bosworth, op. cit. p. 247) 

It is ironic that Justice Felix Frankfurter, listed 
as born in Austria and Hebrew, not only legalized 
what Juslice Jackson called “a loaded weapon" 
against minorities but rationalized it in a manner 
which the Nazis could use to justify anything they 
are alleged to have done to European Jews. He 
said that the Constitution meang that in wartime 
anything the military considers necessary is 
constitutional! 

“The Constitution,” he said, explicitly grant- 
ed the war power “for safeguarding the na- 
tional life by prosecuting war effectively.” 
Hence, tf a military order . . . does not trans- 
cend the means appropriate for conducting 
war, such action by the military is... con- 
stitutional . . 2” 

(See ten Broeck, op. cit., p. 226) 
In short, whatever during a war the government 
and the army consider expedient is constitutional 
in a democracy-——and therefore presumably also 
allowable in a national socislistie regime! That this 
opinion should have been delivered by a rabid Mor- 
gemthauist who was for punishing the whole German 
people for what their wartime government did to 
the Jewish minority is significant and shocking. 


The War Turned Victorious, 
and the Nisei Are Spared 


Of course, when we Americans think of our war- 
time concentration camps for the Nisei and Issei, 
we derive much consolation from the circumstances 
that in the end these unfortunates were not ex- 
ecuted, But this is considerably dimmed by the 
reflection that as long as we feared invasion we 
treated the Nisei worse and worse, just as the 
Nazis did the Jews. When the danger passed and 
we were spared invasion, we did not go on to kill 
themm—but relaxed, and fmally released them. Only 
literally the Holy Ghost can know what we would 
have done if bombs had fallen on our cities every 
night, if Japanese forces had landed and were 
pushing ruthlessly forward (raping and murdering 
as the Soviel armies did on invading Germany), 
if there had been a probability that as they released 
the Nisei they would turn on us as Iya Ehrenberg 
made it probable that Jews released from the 
concentration camp would turn on the Germans! 
This is nol to justify anything. What we did to 
the Nisei was a crime, what the Nazis did to 
the Jews is a worse crime. But both were the product 
of wartime hysteria and real or fancied danger. 
Had the danger for Germany subsided, perhaps the 
Nazis would have become sane again, tou, And 
only God can know, literally, what our Rooseveltians 
would have done if they like the Nazis had been 
threatened with Unconditional Surrender and the 
genocidic Morgenthau Plan! 


